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The Conservatives' pledge to end the long-gun registry this fall when Parliament reconvenes is already prompting howls that the heartless Tories are removing an important tool that protects vulnerable women. Such claims may make good sound bites, but they are not factually based. This conclusion is buttressed by a special request to Statistics Canada I made in July concerning spousal homicides since 1995. In my analysis I found no support for the claim that the long-gun registry has been effective. As far as I can determine, the long-gun registry has not saved a single woman's life. For further analysis see Bill C-391 -Countering Ten Misleading Claims, which is available at http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=1599705
The long-gun registry For the long-gun registry to be effective it must help keep guns away from potentially violent people, alert the police that dangerous weapons are present when they are called to a residence, or help the police identify the murderer after the fact. Any one of these would be important.
The long-gun registry fails all of these tests. The long-gun registry cannot keep guns away from violent people, as it is simply a list of ordinary rifles and shotguns. Anyone who thinks the registry offers protection is probably confusing it with the criminal record check, that is conducted as part of licensing, which actually is useful in identifying people who should not have firearms.
Second, the police cannot trust the registry to alert them that a long gun is present when they approach a residence because only about half of all long-guns in Canada are registered. BECAUSE THEY ARE IN THE HANDS OF PERSONS THAT HAVE NEVER BEEN LICENCED AND POLICE HAVE NO AUTHORITY TO TRACK THE WHERABOUTS OF PERSONS WHO ARE TOO DANGEROUS TO OWN FIREARMS. In addition, the registry does not specify the location of the firearm. Trusting the registry can get police officers killed. The firearms that pose the most danger have never been registered.
Third, the long-gun registry is not useful in identifying murderers. Less than 1% of accused murderers used a long-gun that was in the registry. Only 2% of accused murderers possessed a valid firearms licence. 1
Abolishing the long-gun registry will not change the requirement for gun owners to be screened and licensed nor will it change the requirement that handguns be registered.
Long guns and spousal homicide
Spousal murderers are opportunistic; they use whatever is available, and normal homes contain numerous instruments that could be used to facilitate murder. The table shows the variety of implements used to kill.
The long-gun registry and spousal homicide Gary Mauser
Most spousal murderers have a police record and thus they cannot legally acquire or own a gun. 63% of spousal homicides stem from a history of prior abuse. Two-thirds of adults accused of homicide were known to have a Canadian criminal record; the majority of these had been previously convicted of violent offences. 2
Long-guns are involved in just 17% of spousal homicides. This proportion gradually declined over the period of analysis (1995-2009) but, as can be seen in the accompanying charts, it did not change appreciably with the implementation of the long-gun registry in 2003. 
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Trends in spousal homicide
As shown in the accompanying charts, spousal murders (with and without guns) have slowly been declining since the mid-1970s. An aging society simply has fewer murderers. There is no empirical support for the claim that the long-gun registry has reduced spousal homicides. As may be seen in the second chart, total spousal homicides have declined faster than spousal homicides with long guns. This suggests that any decline in homicides involving long guns is driven by demographics not gun laws. (1996) . He is a member of Public Safety Minister Vic Toews' Firearms Advisory Committee and has been invited to make presentations to the Canadian House of Commons, the Senate of Canada, and United Nations Conferences on Small Arms and Light Weapons. He has testified as an expert witness before the Supreme Court of Canada.
